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Abstract: By employing the replica trick we study the impact of the replica parameter
n on the modular entropy and the capacity of entanglement in the End of the World
(EoW) model and the island model, respectively. For the EoW model, we present n-
dependent evolution curves of the modular entropy and the capacity of entanglement under
both microcanonical and canonical ensembles. In particular, in the canonical ensemble, all
quantities decrease as n increases at late times. For the island model, we develop the replica
geometry for finite n and re-evaluate the modular entropy and the capacity of entanglement
in a two-sided eternal Jackiw-Teitelboim black hole coupled with a thermal bath. In the case
of a single island configuration, the modular entropy and capacity of entanglement closely
resemble the thermal entropy and the heat capacity, respectively, yielding results analogous
to those obtained in the canonical ensemble for the EoW model. The analysis of the
results from these two models strongly indicates that in geometries with a greater number
of n copies, more connected geometries effectively purify thermal Hawking radiation. In
addition, we compare these findings with statistical mechanics and provide an interpretation
for the replica parameter n. Finally, we generalize the island formula to accommodate the
finite n case under this interpretation.
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1 Introduction

Black holes play a highly particular role in modern physics. They are not only as existing
components of the universe we live in, but also as an ideal testing subjects for the theory of
quantum gravity, which attempts to unify general relativity and quantum mechanics. When
quantum mechanics is inserted in the background of black holes, they demonstrate some
non-trivial thermodynamic characteristics [1]. However, it is precisely the thermodynamic
properties of black holes that present a long-standing challenge to theoretical physics, which
known as the information loss paradox [2].

Recently, there has been a significant breakthrough on this issue [3–6]. The QES
(quantum extremal surfaces) prescription [7] has been utilized in an evaporating black hole
[3, 5], and the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation in accordance with the Page
curve [8, 9] is obtained. One can summarize the following island rule/formula based on
that [4, 6],

SR = min
[
ext
(

Area(∂I)
4GN

+ Sbulk(I ∪R)
)]
. (1.1)

The expression in parentheses is called the generalized entropy of radiation, where the first
term is the area term. It is an extension of the RT [10]/HRT [11]/QRT [12]formula. The
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contribution in the second term comes from the entropy of conformal field theory (CFT)
in the bulk spacetime. It should be noted that this entropy comprises two intervals. One
is the region of radiation R outside the black hole, and the other is the region of island I

inside the black hole (its boundary is denoted as ∂I). This is the great contribution of the
island formula. The island inside the black hole is connected in the gravitational region as
a component of the entanglement region in the calculation of the entanglement entropy of
Hawking radiation. A more precise description is the entanglement wedge reconstruction
[5], namely, the internal entanglement wedge of black holes is located in the entanglement
wedge of the external radiation. See an excellent review [6].

On the other hand, the island formula (1.1) seems to be a direct application of the
QES prescription [7]. However, a mathematically precise derivation of the path integral
that yields the desired outcome, which is called the replica wormholes method [13–15] and
is written as follows

SR = lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
[
Tr(ρnR)

]
. (1.2)

Here ρR is the reduced density matrix of the state of radiation. As we shall see later, in
the language of the path integral, Hawking ignored some possible paths. Although these
paths are trivial during the initial stage of the evaporation, they dominate in the final stage,
which leads to a unitary Page curve.

At present, reproducing the Page curve in a black hole model involving Hawking ra-
diation remains a challenging task. We have accomplished quite a lot thus far, such as
some other two-dimensional (2D) black hole background [16–27]; de Sitter spacetime [28–
32]; cosmology [33–38]; gravitational bath [39–41]; complexity [42–47]; wedge holography
[48–53]; entanglement negativity [54–58]; reflected entropy [59, 60]; baby universe [61–68];
bra-ket wormholes [69, 70]; Sachedev-Ye-Kitaev model [13, 73–77]; moving mirror [71, 72],
and some other related work[78–124].

It should be noted that almost all current work involving the replica wormholes method
only calculate the corresponding von Neumann entropy of radiation in the limit of n → 1

[13–15, 78, 79]. Due to the fact that the von Neumann entropy only offers an overall
characteristic of the state, particularly the entanglement of the state. In order to obtain
more information of states, we also need to adopt other measures, such as the Rényi entropy
Sn [125] , or more precisely, the modular entropy Smod [126]

Sn ≡ 1

1− n
log
[
Tr(ρn)

]
. (1.3a)

Smod ≡ n2∂n

(
n− 1

n
Sn

)
= Sn + n(n− 1)∂nSn. (1.3b)

At the same time, we can derive the capacity of entanglement (CoE) as a by-product,
defined as the first derivative of the modular entropy with respect to the replica parameter
n,

Cn = −∂nSmod = n2∂2n[(1− n)Sn]. (1.4)

Originally, the CoE was employed to describe topologically ordered states in condensed
matter physics [129]. It is a relevant quantity for measuring entanglement. Namely, it pro-
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vides us with information about quantum entanglement that differs from the entanglement
entropy. In particular, it appears in some recent studies of quantum gravity [78, 79, 126].

Therefore, the first motivation of this paper is to extend the previous work to the general
case of the replica parameter n. Specifically, we will work in two heuristic models1: the End
of the World (EoW) model [13] and the island model [14, 15]. Both can describe the black
hole evaporation. We first calculate the time-dependent evolution of the modular entropy
and the CoE under the microcanonical ensemble and the canonical ensemble, respectively
through the gravitational path integral for the EoW model. Particularly, in the canonical
ensemble, the numerical calculation shows that the modular entropy and the CoE decrease
with the increase of n. Next, we develop the island model to the finite n case and obtain
the replica geometry. We finally obtain the analytical expressions for the modular entropy
and the CoE. Surprisingly, in the configuration of single island, the modular entropy and
the CoE also decreases as the parameter n increases. This results are in agreement with
the numerical results in the EoW model, which also indicates that the emergence of islands
at late times is the key to the dominance of the connected geometry. By summarizing the
findings from these two models, we conclude that for replica geometries with a larger n
copy number, an increase in the quantity of the connected geometry or the structure with
islands will result in an increased purification of Hawking radiation.

The second motivation of the paper is to explore the physical significance of the replica
parameter n based on our results. It is widely recognized that by introducing the modular
Hamiltonian, we can construct the corresponding physical quantity through analogy with
statistical mechanics, such as the thermal entropy and the heat capacity. This analogy leads
to the definition of new physical quantities, such as the modular entropy and the CoE. Refer
to Table 1 for an analogy between statistical mechanics and the replica trick method. They
can provide us with a better comprehension of the correlation between quantum entangle-
ment and spacetime: The study of the modular entropy initially emerged in the study on
the relationship between the AdS/CFT duality [127] and the geometry of spacetime [128].
It is important to note that our calculation indicates that the parameter n and the inverse
temperature β are consistently coupled and jointly manifest in the expressions for the mod-
ular entropy and the CoE. In addition, the modular entropy and the CoE at late times are
analogy to the thermal entropy and the heat capacity, respectively. It is strongly suggested
that the correspondence in the Table 1 does not merely represent a superficial analogy, but
rather uncovers a profound and intrinsic connection between quantum information and sta-
tistical mechanics. Based on these results, we offer a reasonable explanation for the replica
parameter n. Under this interpretation, the island formula (1.1) can be generalized to the
case of finite n for JT gravity

SR(n) = min
[
ext
(∑

∂I

(S0 + ϕn(∂I)) + Smod(R ∪ I)
)]
. (1.5)

1Naively, there is no significant distinction between the EoW model and the island model when we
only consider the contribution of the Euclidean path integral to the Page curve. The disconnected and
connected geometries in the former correspond to the without-island and with-island configurations of the
island model [6].
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The original island formula (1.1) is recovered in the limit when n→ 1.

Statistical Mechanics Replica Trick Method

Inverse Temperature β Replica Parameter n

Hamiltonian H Modular Hamiltonian Hmod = − log(ρ)

Partition Function Z(β) = Tr(e−βH) Replica Partition Function Z(n) = Tr(e−nHmod)

Free Energy E(β) = − 1
β log

(
Z(β)

)
Replica Free Energy F (n) = − 1

n log
(
Z(n)

)
Thermal/Course-grained Entropy

S(β) = β2 ∂F (β)
∂β

Modular Entropy

Smod(n) = n2 ∂F (n)
∂n

Thermal Capacity C(β) = −β ∂S(β)
∂β Capacity of Entanglement Cn = −n∂Smod

∂n

.

Table 1. The analogy between statistical mechanics and the replica trick method. It is essential

to note that the analogous concept for the thermal entropy is the modular entropy, rather than the

Rényi entropy. We will elaborate on this in greater detail in the subsequent sections.

The subsequent part of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we initially
review the EoW model and explain the replica trick in the language of the path integral.
Subsequently, we calculate the time-dependent evolution curves of the modular entropy and
the CoE under two ensembles, respectively. In section 3, we shift our focus to the island
model. Firstly, we calculate the analytical expressions of the modular entropy and the CoE
through the gravitational path integral in the island model. In the specific calculation, we
resort the high temperature limit to consider the n-dependence of the conformal welding
problem. Then, we evaluate the modular entropy and the CoE in the eternal two-sided JT
black hole with the single QES configuration. Eventually, we find that the results have a
degree of consistency with the numerical results in section 2. Comparing the findings from
these two models, we provide a reasonable interpretation of the replica parameter n. Based
on this explanation, we can extend the original island formula to the case of finite n for JT
gravity. The discussion and the conclusion are presented in section 4. Three appendices A,
B, and C provide additional details of the calculations.

2 The End of the World Model

In this section, we calculate the time-dependent evolution of the modular entropy and the
CoE in two kinds of ensembles in the EoW model. Since our final results are n-dependent,
this extends to the previous work [13] and brings several interesting innovations (Figure.3,
Figure.4, Figure.5 and Figure.6). We consider the EoW model as the initial simple toy
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model. It represents a 2D gravitational system describing an evaporating black hole in JT
gravity with an EoW brane coupled to the auxiliary system [13]. This model can provide
us with an intuitive and insightful understanding for the island in the subsequent island
model. Namely, the appearance of islands at late times is equivalent to the dominance of the
replica wormholes saddle in the connected geometry at the late stage. Another advantage
of this model is that in the limit of the number of large dimension k, the resolvent equation
will reduce to a simple solvable form. Accordingly, the spectral function can be solved
analytically in the microcanonical ensemble and numerically in the canonical ensemble.

2.1 A Brief Review

In order to facilitate the subsequent discussion of the influence of the replica parameter
n and the utilization of notations in the gravitational path integral, we review the EoW
model briefly. The EoW model consists of a JT black hole in AdS2, a brane (the EoW
brane) at the AdS boundary, and a coupled auxiliary system (see Figure.1). The action of
the whole system is [13]

Itot = IJT + µ

∫
brane

dℓ, (2.1a)

IJT = −S0
2π

[
1

2

∫
M

√
gR+

∫
∂M

√
hK
]
−
[
1

2

∫
M

√
gϕ(R+ 2) +

∫
∂M

√
hϕK

]
, (2.1b)

where µ is the mass of brane and the integral is along the worldline of the brane. Here we
choose the standard asymptotic boundary [13]:

ds2|∂M =
1

ϵ2
dτ2, ϕ =

1

ϵ
, ϵ→ 0, (2.2)

where τ is the imaginary time of the boundary. For the EoW brane, the dual boundary
condition is given by [13]

∂n⃗ = µ ≤ 0, K = 0, (2.3)

where ∂n⃗ is the derivative normal to the boundary.

Figure 1. The schematic diagram for the EoW model. We also present the geometry of ⟨ψi|ψj⟩
by the dashed line. The hyperbolic disk (blue) represents an AdS2, which takes the EoW brane
(red) as the asymptotic boundary.

In order to capture the details of black hole evaporation, we focus attention on the
case that the number of initial state k in the EoW brane is very large. These states are
used to describe the interior partners of the early Hawking radiation. More specifically, we
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consider the black hole system B with an EoW brane. It has the number of dimensions
|B| = k. Then we couple the black hole system B to an auxiliary “radiation” system R

with |R| = eS0 . We denote |ψ⟩ as the whole pure system consisting of the black hole B and
radiation R. Therefore, the state of the whole system can be expressed as follows

|ψ⟩ = 1√
k

k∑
i=1

|ψi⟩B |i⟩R , (2.4)

where |ψi⟩B represents the black hole state, |i⟩R represents the radiation. The index i labels
the entanglement between the black hole B and the radiation R. The normalized factor is
defined by

⟨ψi|ψj⟩B = δijZ1, ⟨i|j⟩R = δij . (2.5)

Here the notation Zn = Zn(β) is the (replica) partition function on the AdS2 disk topology
with the boundary. This boundary consists of n physical boundaries of renormalized length
β and n EoW branes. We will use this notation frequently in the following replica geometry.
Besides, as the evaporation proceeds, the black hole system B radiates into the auxiliary
system R. Then one can collect these Hawking particles in the auxiliary system. At
this physical sense, we can consider log

(
k

eS0

)
as a time scale to characterize the stages of

evaporation.
At present, we can trace out the black hole system B to obtain the entanglement

entropy of the radiation. We first need to find the (reduced) density matrix of radiation,
which can be given by tracing out the black hole

ρR =
∑
l

⟨ψl|Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ|ψl⟩ =
1

k

k∑
i,j=1

|j⟩ ⟨i|R ⟨ψi|ψj⟩B . (2.6)

Each element of the density matrix represents a gravitational amplitudes ⟨ψi|ψj⟩. It can
be obtained by the following boundary condition

⟨ψi|ψj⟩ = . (2.7)

The solid line here is the asymptotic boundary that we impose in (2.2). The dashed line
carries the index of state of EoW brane. The arrow direction indicates the direction of
time. Then the entanglement entropy of radiation is given by

SR ≡ −Tr(ρR log ρR). (2.8)

However, in the actual calculation, if one uses the above formula (2.8) directly to
calculate, the process will be quite difficult because of the logarithmic term log ρR involved.
A very clever mathematical trick is to first calculate the corresponding n-th Rényi entropy
Sn, and then take the limit of n→ 1 to obtain the entanglement entropy

Sn ≡ 1

1− n
log
[
Tr(ρnR)

]
, (2.9a)

SR ≡ lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
[
Tr(ρnR)

]
. (2.9b)
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We call this method “replica trick”. Namely, we make n copies of the initial state i and the
final state j and consider all possible path (2.7). Therefore, turn on the Rényi entropy for
the auxiliary system R. The trace of the density matrix to the n-th power is expressed as
follows

Tr(ρnR) =
1

(keS0)n

k∑
i1···in

⟨ψi1 |ψi2⟩B · ⟨ψi2 |ψi3⟩B · · · ⟨ψin |ψi1⟩B , (2.10)

where we introduce the normalized factor enS0 , so Tr(ρR) = 1. Similar to (2.7), all multi-
plication of amplitudes

∏
⟨ψil |ψil+1

⟩
B

are calculated by the gravitational path integral in
the replica manifold Mn. Its boundary are connected n-copies auxiliary system R. In the
large k limit, the replica wormholes saddle dominates the gravitational path integral, which
leads to the planar topology approximation

Tr(ρnR) ≃
1

(kZ1)n
[
k(Z1)

n + C2
nk

2Z2(Z1)
n−2 + · · ·+ knZn

]
=

1

kn−1

[
1 + C2

n

kZ2

(Z1)2
+ · · ·+ kn−1Zn

(Z1)n

]
,

(2.11)

where Cn
m is the combinatorial number, which indicates the number of different combina-

tions of connected and/or disconnected geometries in the replica manifold. In fact, for the
reality of black hole evaporation, all paths from the beginning of the initial state |ψi⟩ to
the end of the final state |ψj⟩ should be taken into account. However, some paths are hard
to find if we use the equation (2.8). When we use the expression (2.9b), such paths will
appear in non-trivial topologies and can thus be easily detected. This is another important
reason for using the replica trick.

In the original work [13], the case n = 2 is used as the most straightforward example2.
For this case, the physical quantity one will to calculate is called the “purity”. In quantum
information, it has an important property,

Tr(ρ2R) =
[
Tr(ρR)

]2
, for the pure state.

Tr(ρ2R) ≪
[
Tr(ρR)

]2
, for the mixed satae.

(2.12)

Thus, this relation allows us to determine whether the evaporation process is unitary. Now
we consider the general case (2.10). As mentioned above, one should consider the summation
of all possible topologies in the gravitational path integral, i.e., one should sum up all
possible internal connections. At its core, there are more than one summation ways to
identify the geometry

∣∣ ⟨ψi|ψj⟩B
∣∣n. See Figure.2 below.

For clarity and simplicity, we present only two classes of geometries (the full discon-
nected/connected geometry) in Figure.2. These correspond to the leading order term dur-
ing the early and late stages of evaporation, respectively. Indeed, there are also partially
(dis)connected geometries that contribute to the path integral. However, these contribu-
tions are considered as subleading terms and higher order terms in the whole evaporation
and can therefore be neglected.

2The simplest case of n = 2 is enough for us to obtain the unitary result. Of course, we can also consider
the contribution of higher order n, which appears in the sub-leading order [130].
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram for the gravitational path integral. The indices i and j represent
different states. The gravitational region is shown in blue and the EoW brane is shown in red.
(a) The boundary conditions for

∣∣ ⟨ψi|ψj⟩B
∣∣n. (b) The graphical representation of equation (2.10).

Here we only plot two geometries that contribute in the leading order in the gravitational path
integral. The dashed graphs represent omitted copies. The first geometry is the fully disconnected
geometry. It is also called the “Hawking saddle”, which dominates the evaporation at early times;
The last geometry is the full connected geometry. It is also called the “replica wormholes saddle”,
which dominates the evaporation at late times (after the Page time). The undrawn geometries
are partially (dis)connected geometries. They can be ignored in the gravitational path integral as
subleading terms and higher order terms.

It should be noted that the topological structures of these two geometries are entirely
different! The former will reproduce Hawking’s non-unitary calculations [2]. We call it the
“Hawking saddle”. The latter connected geometry corresponds to some non-trivial paths in
gravitational calculations. We call it the “replica wormholes saddle”. The name comes from
the fact that the interiors of black holes are connected together like wormholes. Therefore,
the equation (2.11) obtained by the planar approximation is expressed in the leading order
as

Tr(ρnR) ≃
kZ2

1 + k2Z2

(kZ1)2
=

1

k
+
Z2

Z2
1

= k−1 + e−S0 .

(2.13)

The denominator in the first equation represents the normalization of the density matrix.
The two terms in the second line represent the contributions of the connected geometry
(k−1) and the disconnected geometry (e−S0). Since Zn has the disk-like topology, in the
planar approximation, we use the relation Zn ∝ eS0 to simplify. One can intuitively see that
when k is small enough (long before the Page time, since the time scale is set to log(ke−S0)),
the disconnected geometry dominates, which reproduces the Hawking’s result, i.e., a curve
that grows linearly with time. However, when k is very large (much later than the Page
time), the connected geometry dominates, and the expression (2.13) does not depend on
k, which also suggests that the result does not increase with time at late times. It is the
competition between these two saddles during the evaporation of black holes that leads to
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an unitary Page curve

SR ≃

{
log k, t < tPage.

lim
n→1

S
(n)
BH = SBH, t > tPage.

(2.14)

where S(n)
BH is the Rényi black hole entropy: S(n)

BH = 1
1−n log

[
Zn

(Z1)n

]
.

In the following, we provide the explicit calculation of the modular entropy and the CoE
in the microcanonical ensemble and the canonical ensembles, respectively. The modular
entropy yields to n-dependent Page curves (Figure.3 and Figure.5) that differs from the
original Page curve [13, 14], while the CoE brings some new results (Figure.4 and Figure.6).

2.2 Microcanonical Ensemble with Fixed Energy

In the beginning, we need the explicit expression for the partition functions Zn(n =

1, 2 · · ·n) for the replica wormholes. The initial point is the boundary condition of Tr(ρnR).
Namely, we need to sum over all replica geometries. For simplicity and computational con-
venience, we once again employ the planar approximation, where only the contributions
from the planar geometry are considered to be significant, while those from non-planar
geometries are exponentially suppressed (e−S0) for large S0. For the summation of pla-
nar geometries, it is accessible to use the resolvent matrix Rij(λ), where λ refers to the
eigenvalue for the reduced density matrix ρR. Now we define [13]

Rij(λ) =

(
1

λ1 − ρR

)
ij

=
1

λ
δij +

∞∑
n=1

1

λn+1
(ρnR)ij , (2.15a)

R(λ) =
∑
i

Rij(λ) = Tr[Rij(λ)]. (2.15b)

The entanglement spectrum of states can be derived by solving the Schwinger-Dyson (SD)
equation for the resolvent matrix R. A detailed derivation of this calculation is provided
in [13]. So we do not delve into it extensively here. Finally, the density of state D(λ) is
determined by

D(λ) =
1

2πi

[
R(λ− iϵ)−R(λ+ iϵ)

]
. (2.16)

In terms of the density of state D(λ), the Rényi entropy Sn (1.3a) and the modular entropy
Smod (1.3b) are given by [126]

Sn = − 1

1− n
log

(∫ ∞

0
dλ λnD(λ)

)
, (2.17a)

Smod = Sn + n(n− 1)∂nSn

= − log

(∫ ∞

0
dλ λnD(λ)

)
− n∂n

[
log

(∫ ∞

0
dλ λnD(λ)

)]
, (2.17b)

and the CoE Cn (1.4) is expressed as follows

Cn = −n∂nSmod

= n2

[∫∞
0 dλ λn(log λ)2D(λ)∫∞

0 dλ λnD(λ)
−
(∫∞

0 dλ λn log λ D(λ)∫∞
0 dλ λnD(λ)

)2
]
.

(2.18)

– 9 –



In particular, we can obtain the expression for the von Neumann entropy and the quantum
fluctuation (with respect to the original ρR) through take the limit of n→ 1

SvN = −
∫ ∞

0
dλ D(λ) λ log λ. (2.19)

C1 =

∫ ∞

0
dλ D(λ) λ (log λ)2 −

(∫ ∞

0
dλ D(λ) λ log λ

)2

. (2.20)

In the microcanonical ensemble, we respect the conservation of energy E and fix
E = s2

2 in the asymptotic region rather than the renormalized length β. In this time
the SD equation can be reduced a quadratic equation about R(λ) in the microcanonical
ensemble [13]. The corresponding solution determines the density of states D(λ)

R2(λ) +

(
eS0 − k

λ
− keS0

)
R(λ) +

k2eS0

λ
= 0, (2.21a)

D(λ) =
keS0

2πλ

√(
λ− (k−

1
2 − e−

S0
2 )2
)(

(k−
1
2 − e−

S0
2

)2 − λ
)
+ δ(λ)(k − eS0)θ(k − eS0)

=
k2

2πλ′t

√(
λ′ − (1−

√
t)2
)(

(1 +
√
t)2 − λ′

)
+ k2e−2S0δ(λ′)

(
1− 1

t

)
θ(t− 1)

= k2D′(λ′), (2.21b)

with the rescaled eigenvalues λ′ ≡ kλ, and we define the time scale factor t = k
eS0

. When the
Page time is reached, t takes 1. eS0 denotes as the number of states in a small interval near
the energy E (i.e., the energy bond of width ∆S). The following normalization condition
of the density D(λ′) is determined by taking λ′ = 0 in terms of the delta function:∫ ∞

dλD(λ) = k

∫ ∞
dλ′D′(λ′) = k. (2.22a)∫ ∞

dλ λD(λ) =

∫ ∞
dλ′ λ′D′(λ′) = 1. (2.22b)

Besides, due to the property of the step function θ(1− t), we have:
(I) When 0 < t < 1 (before the Page time), there are k states distributed over the interval
λ′ ∈ A =

[
(1−

√
t)2, (1 +

√
t)2
]
. In this case, the density of states is a real value.

(II) When t > 1 (after the Page time), there are eS0 states located at the same interval,
and (k − eS0) states located at λ′ = 0.

In fact, it has been shown by Page’s theorem [131] that in the planar limit, the density
of state D′(λ′) is just the entanglement spectrum of a subsystem of dimension k in a random
state of the total system spanned by Hilbert space of size keS0 . Therefore, we can deduce
the expressions of the modular entropy (2.17b) and the CoE (2.18) by integrating λ′ as
follows:

Sn = S0 + log t+
1

1− n
log

(∫
A
dλ′ λ′nD′(λ′)

)
, (2.23a)

Smod = Sn + n(n− 1)∂nSn

= S0 + log t− log

(∫
A
dλ′ λ′nD′(λ′)

)
− n∂n

[
log

(∫
A
dλ′ λ′nD′(λ′)

)]
, (2.23b)
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and

Cn = −n∂nSmod

= n2

[∫
A dλ

′ λ′n(log λ′)2D′(λ′)∫
A dλ

′ λ′nD′(λ′)
−

(∫
A dλ

′ λ′n log λ′ D′(λ′)∫
A dλ

′ λ′nD′(λ′

)2]
.

(2.24)

In the above equations, we first evaluate the following integral

Ĩ =

∫
A
λ′nD′(λ′)dλ′ =

∫ (1+
√
t)2

(1−
√
t)2

1

2πλ′t

√[
λ′ − (1−

√
t)2
][
(1 +

√
t)2 − λ′

]
λ′ D′(λ′)dλ′

=
22n+2(

√
t)n−1

π

∫ 1

0

√
(1− Λ)Λ

(
Λ +

(1−
√
t)2

4
√
t

)n−1

dΛ

= (1−
√
t)2n−2

2F1

(
1− n,

3

2
, 3,

−4
√
t

(1−
√
t)2

)
= 2F1

(
1− n,−n, 2, t

)
= tn−1

2F1

(
1− n,−n, 2, 1

t

)
,

(2.25)

where we rescale the parameter Λ by Λ =
√
tλ′−(1−

√
t)2

√
t

4t , and use the Euler transformation
and the Kummer transformation for hypergeometric function 2F1(a, b, c, d) in the last two
lines. Note that, based on two points (I) and (II) above, this expression is valid only before
the Page time (t ∈ [0, 1]). However, one can simply replace t with 1

t to obtain the similar
expression after the Page time, namely

Ĩ =

{
Ĩ1 = 2F1(1− n,−n, 2, t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Ĩ2 = tn−1
2F1

(
1− n,−n, 2, 1t

)
, t ≥ 1.

(2.26)

Then, we finally obtain the Rényi entropy and the modular entropy as follows3

Sn = S0 + log t+
1

1− n
log Ĩ =

{
S0 + log t+ 1

1−n log Ĩ1, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

S0 + log t+ 1
1−n log Ĩ2, t ≥ 1.

(2.27)

and

Smod = Sn + n(n− 1)∂nSn =

S0 + log t+ log Ĩ1 − n∂nĨ1
Ĩ1
, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

S0 + log t+ log Ĩ2 − n∂nĨ2
Ĩ2
, t ≥ 1.

(2.28)

Besides, the CoE can also be obtained by taking the derivative of the modular entropy

Cn = −n∂nSmod =


n2(Ĩ1·∂2

nĨ1−(∂nĨ1)2)

Ĩ21
, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

n2(Ĩ2·∂2
nĨ2−(∂nĨ2)2)

Ĩ22
, t ≥ 1.

(2.29)

3For n = 1 case, we need to use some approximation relations to obtain the explicit expression, see
appendix A.
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At last, we can plot the corresponding curves for the modular entropy and the CoE in
Figure.3 and Figure.4, respectively. Especially, the case of the von Neumann entropy for
the limit n→ 1 is

SvN = lim
n→1

Sn(or Smod) =

{
S0 + log t = log k, t≫ 1.

S0, t≪ 1.
(2.30)

which also follows our previous inference (2.14) for the behavior of entropy of radiation.

0 5 10 15 20 25
log k0

2

4

6

8

10

Smod

S0=10

n=1 (vN)

n=2

n=3

Page time

log k

(a)

2 4 6 8 10
n7.0

7.5

8.0

8.5

9.0

9.5

10.0

10.5
Smod

S0=10

Smod(late)

Smod(Page)

(b)

Figure 3. (a) The modular entropy for the EoW model with S0 = 10 in the microcanonical
ensemble. In order to evaluate the evolution more intuitively, here we rescale the time coordinate
t in terms of log k by the relation t = k

eS0
. The Page time is log k = S0 = 10. At early times,

the entropy approaches a thermal state and increases as log k. After the Page time, its value is
approximately a constant S0 = 10. Contrary to common sense, the entropy is not at the maximum
at the Page time. Moreover, the transition between the two phases is smooth at this moment. (b)
The value of modular entropy at the Page time changes with the replica parameter n. The larger
the replica parameter n, the smaller the value of modular entropy at the Page time.

0 5 10 15 20
log k0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

CoE
S0=10

n=1

n=2

n=3

Page time

(a)

2 4 6 8 10
n0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

CoE
S0=10

CoE(Page)

(b)

Figure 4. (a) The CoE with S0 = 10 for the microcanonical ensemble. The CoE increases from
zero until the Page time (log k = 10) reaches a maximum, then decreases to zero at late times. The
greater n, the faster the CoE increases, while the longer it takes for the corresponding curve to
approach zero. (b) The value of CoE at the Page time varies with n. Its maximum value increases
as n increases.

However, for the general replica parameter n, we find that, for the modular entropy,
each curve grows approximately linear at early times, then reaches to the saturation value
S0 = 10 at late times (Figure.3(a)). When the replica parameter n increases, the entropy
increases slowly, and the corresponding values at the Page time decrease (Figure.3(b)). For
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the CoE, each case is a curve that starts from zero and increases, then decreases to zero
eventually (Figure.4(a)). They all reach their maximum at the Page time. The maximum
value increases as n increases (Figure.4(b)). It is important to note that at late times, both
modular entropy and CoE become independent on the replica parameter n. This contrasts
significantly with the subsequent case of canonical ensembles. In addition, since the CoE
is defined by the derivative of modular entropy with respect to n (1.4). When the modular
entropy becomes a constant that is independent of n at late times, the CoE decays to zero
(Figure.4(a)). As we will see later, the CoE in the canonical ensemble is different from this
result, as it approximates the heat capacity and does not equal zero at late times.

2.3 Canonical Ensemble with Fixed Temperature

Next, we proceed to the canonical ensemble. In this case, the temperature 1
β is fixed

instead of the energy E = s2

2 . Therefore, this leads to an outcome that differs from in the
case of microcanonical ensembles (see Figure.5 and Figure.6). Especially the behavior of the
modular entropy and the CoE at late times. We will try to calculate the resolvent equation
(2.15a) numerically by following [13], since the density of state can not be analytically
solved in the canonical ensemble. For the purpose of calculating the modular entropy and
CoE in the semi-classical background. We focus on the small GN regime. Besides, this
parameter is not explicitly expressed in the EoW model. In fact, it can be recovered by the
inverse temperature through β = βGN . Therefore, the small GN limit is equivalent to the
small β limit, which is the high temperature limit. We will take this limit in the following
content.

In the beginning, we solve the SD equation in the planar approximation to obtain the
resolvent R(λ)

λ =
k

R(λ)
+

∫ ∞

0
dsρ̃(s)

w(s)R(λ)

k − w(s)R(λ)
, (2.31)

where the parameter are defined as follows:

ρ̃(s) = eS0ρ(s) = eS0
s

2π2
sinh(2πs), (2.32a)

Zn =

∫ ∞

0
dsρ̃(s)yn(s), (2.32b)

y(s) = e−
βs2

2 21−2µ
∣∣∣Γ(µ− 1

2
+ is

)∣∣∣2, (2.32c)

w(s) =
y(s)

Z1
. (2.32d)

Here Zn is the replica partition function, µ is the brane mass. The planar limit is refer to
k or eS0 = k

t is large. Before proceeding, we explain the physical properties of entangle-
ment spectrum in the canonical ensemble. The evolution of the density of state D(λ) in
canonical ensembles is mainly divided into two stages. Before the Page transition, D(λ)

is concentrated near λ = 1
k at early times. However, at and after the Page transition, the

distribution gradually approaches the thermal spectrum, which produces a sharp cutoff at
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s = sk, namely

k ≡
∫ sk

0
ds ρ̃(s) = eS0 · 2πsk cosh(2πsk)− sinh(2πsk)

8π4
, (2.33)

Then, we can acquire the minimal eigenvalue λ0 of D(λ), which is corresponds to a location
that dλ

dR = 0. By the equation (2.31), we have

λ0 ≃
1

k

∫ ∞

sk

dsρ̃(s)w(s)

=
1

k

(
1−

∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)w(s)

)
. (2.34a)

R(λ0) ≃ − k

w(sk)
. (2.34b)

To the next, we split the integral into two parts

λR ≃ k +

∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)

w(s)R

k − w(s)R
+
R

k

∫ ∞

sk

dsρ̃(s)w(s). (2.35)

Qualitatively speaking, these two parts correspond to the before/after the Page transition,
respectively4. The last term corresponds to the high energy state, which can be approxi-
mated to λ0R. Thus

(λ− λ0)R ≃ k +

∫ sk

0
ρ̃(s)

w(s)R

k − w(s)R
ds. (2.36)

The second term can be regards as a small perturbation, resulting in a first-order solution

R(λ) ≃ k

λ− λ0
+

1

λ− λ0

∫ sk

0
ρ̃(s)

w(s)

λ− λ0 − w(s)
. (2.37)

Under the following condition

k ≫
∫ sk

0
ρ̃(s)

w(s)

λ− λ0 − w(s)
,

or λ > λ0 + w(sk − δ),

(2.38)

with a control parameter δ. In the end, we finally obtain the density of state is expressed
as [13]

D(λ) =

∫ sk

0
ρ̃(s)δ(λ− λ0 − w(s)), (2.39)

with the following two normalization conditions∫ ∞

0
dλ D(λ) = k, (2.40a)∫ ∞

0
dλ λ D(λ) = 1. (2.40b)

4The reasons for the feasibility of equation (2.35) are detailed in [13].
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Though this result, further, we invoke the result (2.39) into expressions (2.17a), (2.17b)
and (2.18), and find that the entropy is written as

Sn =
1

1− n
log

(∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

)
, (2.41a)

Smod = − log

(∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

)
− n∂n

[
log

(∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

)]
, (2.41b)

and the CoE is expressed by

Cn = n2

[∫ sk
0 dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

(
log(λ0 + w(s))

)2∫ sk
0 dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

−

(∫ sk
0 dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n log(λ0 + w(s))∫ sk

0 dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))n

)]
.

(2.42)

In the limit of n→ 1, we have

SvN = −
∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s)) log(λ0 + w(s)). (2.43)

and

C1 =

∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s))

(
log(λ0 + w(s))

)2
−
(∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)(λ0 + w(s)) log(λ0 + w(s))

)2

.

(2.44)

Through the numerical calculation, we plotted the corresponding images in Figure.5 (for
the modular entropy as the function of the replica parameter n and the inverse temperature
β) and Figure.6 (for the CoE changes with n and β) by setting S0 = 2, µ = 5.

We now provide some analytical calculations to validate our numerical results (2.41b),
(2.42), (2.43), and (2.44). For simplicity, we concentrate on the behavior of the relevant
physical quantities at early and late times. At early times, namely, in the small k region,
the density of state D(λ) is sharply peaked around 1

k [13]

D(λ)(early) ≃
∫ sk

0
dsρ̃(s)δ

(
λ− 1

k

)
. (2.45)

So the Rényi entropy behaves as

S(early)
n =

1

1− n
log

[ ∫ ∞

0
D(λ)(early) λn dλ

]
≃ 1

1− n
log

[ ∫ ∞

0
D(λ)(early)

(
1

k
+
(
λ− 1

k

))n

dλ

]
≃ log k − nk

2

Z2

Z2
1

∼ log k −O(10−6) · nk,

(2.46)
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Figure 5. The modular entropy for the EoW model in the canonical ensemble. Here we convert

the time scale to log k = S0 + log

(
2πsk cosh(2πsk)−sinh(2πsk)

8π4

)
(2.33). (a) and its zoomed plot (b)

illustrate the evolution curves of modular entropy with fixed β = 3 as a function of the replica
parameter n, whereas (c) and its zoomed plot (d) depict the evolution curves of modular entropy
with fixed n = 2 with respect to the inverse temperature β. Each curve exhibits an approximately
linear increase before approaching a saturation value. The influence of parameter n on the modular
entropy is analogous to that of the inverse temperature β. Specifically, the final saturation value
decreases as either n or β increases.
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Figure 6. The CoE in the canonical ensemble. Each curve grows from zero, reaches its peak at
the Page time, then it decline and reaches a constant. (a) The CoE with fixed β = 3 changes with
the replica parameter n. (b) The CoE with fixed n = 2 as a function of the inverse temperature β.
Similar to the modular entropy, the replica parameter n and the inverse temperature β have similar
effects on the saturating value at late times. The larger n or β, the smaller the saturating value.

with Z1 ≃ 107.98 and Z2 ≃ 0.38 (2.32b) for β = 3. In the first approximately equal sign,
we expand λ about 1

k to the first order. In the second approximately equal sign, we use the
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following relations∫
dλD(λ) = 0,

∫
dλD(λ)

(
λ− 1

k

)
= 0,

∫
dλD(λ)

(
λ− 1

k

)n
= n

Z2

Z2
1

. (2.47)

Then the modular entropy and the CoE at early times are

S
(early)
mod = S(early)

n + n(n− 1)∂nS
(early)
n ≃ log k −O(10−7) · n2k. (2.48)

and
C(early)
n = −n∂nS(early)

mod ≃ O(10−4) · n2k. (2.49)

This conforms to the linear behavior of the modular entropy (Figure.5(b) and Figure.5(d))
as well as the exponential behavior of the CoE (Figure.6(a) and Figure.6(b)) at early times
(note that we are use log k as the variable).

Next, we regard the large k region as the later period. The state density distribution
is very close to a complete thermal spectrum. We can use the approximation as follows

λ0 ∼
1

k
≃ 0, D(λ)(late) ≃

∫ sk

0
ρ̃(s)δ(λ− w(s)). (2.50)

In fact, in this scenario, the Rényi entropy approaches to the coarse-grained or Rényi black
hole entropy S(n)

BH

S(late)
n ≃ S

(n)
BH =

1

1− n
log

(∫ ∞

0
D(λ)(late)λn dλ

)
≃ 1

1− n
log

(∫ sk

0
wn(s)ρ̃(s)ds

)
≃ 1

1− n

(∫ sk

0
yn(s)ρ̃(s)ds

)
− n

1− n
logZ1.

(2.51)

We assume that the brane mass is large, i.e., µ ≫ 1
β for simplicity. Taking the following

relation ∣∣∣Γ(µ− 1
2 + is

)∣∣∣2∣∣∣Γ(µ− 1
2

)∣∣∣2 ∼ 1, yn(s) ∼ y(0)e−
nβ
2
s2 . (2.52a)

Z1 =

∫ ∞

0
ρ̃(s)y(s)ds ∼ eS0

e
2π2

β

β
3
2

. (2.52b)

Then, we obtain the Rényi black hole entropy as follows

S(late)
n ≃ S

(n)
BH = S0 +

2(1 + n)π2

nβ
+O

(
log

2π

nβ

)
. (2.53)

So we can also obtain the modular entropy and the CoE at late times are given by

S
(late)
mod ≃ S

(n)
BH + n(n− 1)∂nS

(n)
BH = S0 +

4π2

nβ
∝ 1

nβ
, (2.54)
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and

C(late)
n = −n∂nS(late)

mod ≃ 4π2

nβ
∝ 1

nβ
̸= 0. (2.55)

From the equations (2.54) and (2.55), it is evident that the replica parameter n and the
inverse temperature β are coupled in the denominator. This relation also explains the de-
crease in the physical quantity as either n or β increases at late times. On the one hand,
the n-dependent results indicate that the greater number of wormholes in the later stage,
the more Hawking radiation is purified, and the fully connected geometry is increasingly
dominant. On the other hand, the proportional relationship with 1

nβ also provides the sim-
ilar impacts of the replica parameter and the inverse temperature on both modular entropy
and CoE (see Figure.5(a), Figure.5(c), and Figure.6). This interdependence also suggests a
profound relationship between n and β. We will thoroughly investigate these points in the
subsequent section. Therefore, we verify the rationality of Figure.5 and Figure.6 through
some reasonable approximations at early and late times.

In brief, both the modular entropy and the CoE in the canonical ensemble approach
saturating values at late times. However, this result differs from that obtained in the micro-
canonical ensemble. These saturation values decrease as the n or β. In particular, the CoE
remains non-zero at late times, which is in contrast to the case for the microcanical ensem-
ble (2.29). Because for the canonical ensemble with fixed β, the CoE actually approximates
the heat capacity that defined by 1

β at late times. It remains a constant and does not decay
to zero. If we consider an evaporating black hole with a varying β, its modular entropy
and CoE will not remain at a saturated value. Finally, combining our previous findings in
the microcanonical ensemble, we provide a comprehensive summary of the behavior of the
modular entropy and the CoE for the EOW model in Table 2.

3 The Island Model

Up to now, we have calculated the time evolution of modular entropy and CoE in the
EoW model by the replica trick. However, the EoW model is just a simple toy model. In
particular, for the canonical ensemble, we have only provided numerical results in Figure.5
and Figure.6. Despite providing an analysis of the behavior of the modular entropy and
the CoE at early and late times ((2.48), (2.54), (2.49), (2.55)) using reasonable approxi-
mations, this approach remains inadequate. Since this approximation is not applicable to
the behavior of entropy and CoE near the Page time. Therefore, it is imperative that we
extend our study to a more realistic black hole background. For the purpose of grasping
more details and the analytical expressions of the modular entropy and the CoE, we now
use the replica wormholes method in this section to recalculate entropy and CoE in the
eternal two-sided JT black hole copuled to a thermal bath. We comprehensively analyze
the detailed behavior of modular entropy and CoE through the whole evaporating process
and establish the relationship between the replica parameter n and the inverse temperature
β (Figure.11). Ultimately, based on this relation, we derive the extended island formula
(1.5) for JT gravity.
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Quantity
Stage Before the Page transition After the Page transition

Modular entropy in
microcanonical

ensembles It approximately linear growth
(∼ log k) and transits smoothly

at the Page time.

It reaches a maximum saturation
value (S0 = 10) that is independent

of the replica parameter n.

Modular entropy in
canonical
ensembles

It also attains a saturation value(
related to 1

nβ

)
that decreases

as n or the inverse temperature β

CoE in
microcanonical

ensembles
It exhibits exponential growth
until it reaches its peak at the

Page time. The peak value
increases as n increases.

It decays to zero.

CoE in
canonical
ensembles

It decays to a non-zero value.
This value decreases as n or

β increases.

.

Table 2. The behavior of modular entropy and CoE at different stages of evaporation for the EoW
model.

3.1 Generalized Modular Entropy

In the beginning, we briefly introduce a concise background and notations. Following
the analytically solvable black hole model in [14, 16], we consider the JT gravity in an
AdS2 black hole and couple an external flat spacetime with non-gravitational effects. The
auxiliary spacetime acts as a thermal bath. Besides, we apply the transparent bound-
ary condition on the boundary between the gravitational region and the non-gravitational
auxiliary bath. In this setting, the time evolution of the black hole is observed through
the entanglement entropy of the region of radiation R, where one can collect the Hawking
quanta. See Figure.7

In the original island proposal [4, 6], we inherited the spirit of QES [7] to calculate the
generalized entropy of radiation Sgen. Then we obtain the location of QES by extremizing
it. Through the competition between the two candidate QES, the minimization requirement
limits the entropy of radiation to satisfy the unitary Page curve. This leads to the following
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Figure 7. Left: The JT black hole in thermal equilibrium with the bath. The total system is in a
full Hartle-Hawking state. The black hole region is shown in blue; the bath region is shown in red.
The two points a and b represent the boundary of the island and the cut-off surface, respectively.
The region I and the region R represent the island and radiation, respectively. The region C is
their complement. Right: This Hartle-Hawking state is dual to a thermofield double state of the
two quantum mechanical systems plus two CFTs. The CFT is located in the Minkowski vacuum.

island formula in the limit of n→ 1

SR
∣∣
n=1

= min
[
ext
(
Sgen

∣∣
n=1

)]
= min

[
ext
(

Area(∂I)
4GN

∣∣∣∣
n=1

+ SCFT
n=1 (R ∪ I)

)]
= min

[
ext
(∑

∂I

(S0 + ϕ|n=1(∂I)) + SvN(R ∪ I)
)]
.

(3.1)

The last line is for the JT gravity version, where S0 is the topological term representing the
extremal entropy, and ϕ is the dilaton. Now, our goal is to apply the island proposal to the
replica geometry. The island appears at late times, which means that the replica geometry
turns into n replica wormholes that are cyclically glued along the island region. For this
case, one may naively convert the generalized entropy in the island formula (3.1) into the
following version of Rényi entropy

Sgen(n) =
∑
∂I

(S0 + ϕn(∂I)) + SCFT
n (R ∪ I). (3.2)

However, the expression (3.2) will raise two potential threats [80]: First and foremost, for
2D JT gravity, the dilaton ϕ plays the area role of the black hole. Thus the expression (3.1)
can be regarded as a JT version of the generalized (H)RT formula [10, 11] in holography.
On the contrary, the replica parameter n extension of the RT formula is not actually related
to the Rényi entropy, but to the modular entropy. It was first discovered by Xi Dong [128],
who proved that all Rényi entropy satisfies a similar area law in holography, as in the RT
formula, and are determined by the area of the dual cosmic branes

Smod ≡ n2∂n

(
n− 1

n
Sn

)
=

Area(Cosmic Brane)
4GN

. (3.3)

Therefore, the first difference is that the area term in the expression (3.2) dose not match
in holography. Secondly, the island is given by the QES condition which is obtained by
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extremizing the generalized entropy. This calculation involves the variation of the area
(dilaton) with respect to the off-shell positions of punctures: ∂aiϕ(ai), where {ai} is a
local coordinate frame. But the second difference is that when we use the QES condition
for the expression (3.2), it involves the derivative of the area evaluated at the punctures:
∂wiϕ(wi)|wi=ai , where {wi} is a global coordinate frame. These two sets of coordinate frames
are described in detail later.

Based on two points above, we can reasonably conclude that the correct entropy of
radiation of the n-extension should be taken the following form

Sgen(n) = Smod
gen =

∑
∂I

(S0 + ϕn(∂I)) + SCFT
mod (R ∪ I). (3.4)

Once we identify the dilaton ϕ as the area, the above expression is fully consistent with the
holographic Rényi entropy [128]. The strict proof of this formula can refer to [80]. Also see
appendix B for brief proof.

3.2 Gravitational Path Integral for Modular Entropy and CoE

We now provide a more concise derivation of the modular entropy and the CoE by using
the gravitational path integral in the island model. We finally obtain the analytical ex-
pressions that differ from the numerical result (Figure.5 and Figure.6) in the EoW model,
which provides a clearer and more comprehensive representation of evolutions for the mod-
ular entropy and the CoE. Consider the JT gravity coupled to a CFT with the large central
charge: 1 ≪ c≪ 1

GN
. The explicit calculation of modular entropy involves a replica mani-

fold M̃n, which is completely fixed in the region without gravity. While in the gravitational
region, only manifolds with any topology can be considered. They follow certain boundary
conditions. In the semi-classical limit, we can decouple the matter part from the dynamic
gravitational part and maintain the dominant contribution from the gravity. Then we have
the full action that is the sum of the gravitational part and the partition function Zn of the
matter part on the manifold M̃n [14]

logZn

n
= − 1

n
Igrav[M̃n] +

1

n
log

(
ZCFT[M̃n]

)
. (3.5)

For JT gravity [132, 133],

− 1

n
Igrav = − 1

n

(
IJT + IEH + Ibdy

)
=

1

4π

∫
Σ
ϕ(R+ 2) +

S0
4π

∫
Σ
R+

S0
2π

∫
∂Σ

K − n− 1

n
A(n).

(3.6)

Here we set 4GN ≡ 1 for convenience and set the cosmological constant Λ = 2 to fit the
AdS2. A(n) is denoted as a area term of the conical singularities. Then we use the replica
trick to calculate the modular entropy

Smod = (1− n∂n) log
[
Tr(ρn)

]
= ∂ 1

n

[
1

n
log
[
Tr(ρn)

]]
. (3.7)
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For the calculation of Tr(ρn), it is actually to evaluating the partition functionZn on the
replica manifold M̃n. We assume that the theory has a replica Zn symmetry, and consider
another manifold Mn ≡ M̃n

Zn
. This orbifold Mn can be regarded as a manifold in which n

identical copies of the field theory exist. Besides, one needs to note that M̃n has the conical
singularity only in the region without gravity and is smooth in the region with gravity. But
Mn is exactly the opposite. It has conical singularities in the coupled gravitational region
and is smooth in the non-gravitational region. The effective action of M̃n and Mn are
related as follows [14]

1

n
Igrav[M̃n] = Igrav[Mn] +

n− 1

n
A(n)

= Igrav[Mn] +
n− 1

n

∑
i

[
S0 + ϕn(wi)

]
.

(3.8)

The derivation of the second step is due to the fact that the area term A(n) is the sum
of the topological constant S0 which comes from the topology of Mn and the value of the
dilaton ϕ at the conical singularity. wi is denoted as the positions of the conical singularity.
These positions can be derived from the EOM that obtained the action on the orbifold Mn

with respect to positions

−n− 1

n
∂wiϕ(wi) + ∂wi

[
1

n
log
(
ZCFT(M̃n)

)]
= 0. (3.9)

Actually, this expression can be derived to the QES condition for the modular generalized
entropy (3.4)

∂wi

[
S0 + ϕn(wi) + SCFT

mod

]
= 0, (3.10)

where we used the relation: 1
n log

(
ZCFT(M̃n)

)
≡ SCFT

mod .
Further, according to the relation (3.8), we obtain the partition function Zn on the

manifold M̃n is

− 1

n
log
[
Tr(ρn)

]
=

1

n
Igrav[M̃n]−

1

n
log
(
ZCFT(M̃n)

)
= Igrav[Mn] +

n− 1

n
A(n)− 1

n
log
(
ZCFT(M̃n)

)
.

(3.11)

By combing it with the expression for modular entropy (3.7), we finally obtain

Smod =
1

n

δItot

δgµν
∂ 1

n
gµν −

1

n

δIgrav[M̃n]

δϕ
∂ 1

n
ϕ+ ∂ 1

n

[ 1
n
log
(
ZCFT(M̃n)

)]∣∣∣∣
g

+A(n)

=
∑
i

[S0 + ϕn(wi)] + SCFT
mod ,

(3.12)

where Itot is the total action

Itot ≡ log(Z[M̃n]) = −Igrav[M̃n] + log
(
ZCFT[M̃n]

)
, (3.13)

and SCFT
mod is the modular entropy for the matter part

SCFT
mod ≡ ∂ 1

n

[
1

n
log(ZCFT[M̃n])

]
. (3.14)
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The final expression (3.12) is consistent with the modular generalized entropy (3.4). For
the limit n → 1, the modular entropy is reduced to the von Neumann entropy. Then the
expressions (3.10), (3.11), and (3.12) are recovered the original expression (3.1) in the island
proposal [4]. Therefore, our derivation is right. Next, the CoE is given by taking derivative
of the expression (3.12) with respect to n. To rigorous define the CoE Cn as a derivation
of the modular entropy (3.7), we assume that the saddle used to calculate Smod remains
smooth under an infinitesimal transformation of n. Then

Cn = −n∂nSmod

= −n
∑
i

∂nϕn(w)
∣∣
w=wi

+ CCFT
n − n

∑
i

∂wi

[
ϕn(wi) + SCFT

mod

]
∂nwi,

(3.15)

where we used the following relation to recast

∂nA(n) =
∑
i

(
∂nϕn(w)

∣∣
w=wi

+
∑
j

∂ϕn(wi)

∂wi

∂wi

∂n

)
, (3.16a)

CCFT
n = −n∂nSCFT

mod . (3.16b)

To sum up, we obtain the final expression for the modular entropy (3.12) and the CoE
(3.15). Before we begin the explicit calculation, the following points need to be emphasized.
First, although we can determine that which saddle dominates the black hole evaporation by
the entropy (3.12) based on the generalized modular entropy (3.4), no similar method exists
for the CoE (3.15). The expression of CoE (3.15) is directly applied to the selected saddle of
the island formula (3.1). Furthermore, as in the expression (3.15), the position of the conical
singularity wi in the expression (3.15) is also determined by the QES condition (3.10). Most
importantly, there is a tricky conformal welding problem [14], which complicates our explicit
calculation for (3.12) and (3.15). We discuss it and its resolution in the next subsection.
We also give a more elaborate derivation of expressions (3.12) and (3.15) in appendix B.

3.3 Conformal Welding Problem and High Temperature Limit

In this section, we elaborate on the conformal welding problem arising in the explicit
calculation and its solution. The conformal welding refers the process of cutting a circle
on two Riemann manifolds and gluing them smoothly on their boundaries to obtain a new
(Riemann) manifold from the original two manifolds. We use complex analysis to concretize
this process. Given two Riemann manifolds, each of which has a disk on it (see Figure.8).
One of them is parameterized by |w| ≤ 1 and the other is parameterized by |v| ≥ 1. Their
boundaries are located as |w| = 1 and |v| = 1. However, we can not extend the boundary to
the holomorphic map inside the disk. In spite of this, we can still find another coordinate
frame z, which ensures that there is a holomorphic mapping form |w| ≤ 1 and |v| ≥ 1 to
the coordinate z. Namely, we can probably find two functions G and F that satisfy [14]

z = G(w), |w| ≤ 1 (inside the disk). (3.17a)

z = F (v), |v| ≥ 1 (outside the disk). (3.17b)

G(eiθ(τ)) = F (eiτ ), |w| = |v| = 1 (at the boundaries). (3.17c)
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The functionsG and F are holomorphic on their respective domains but need not satisfy this
requirement on the boundary. Finding the functions F and G that satisfy these conditions
(3.17a), (3.17b), (3.17c) is called the “conformal welding problem”. Functions F and G

ultimately depend non-locally on the boundary mode θ(τ) and they map the inside of
outside of the disk to the inside and outside of some irregular regions on the complex plane
z (Figure.8). One can refer to for more discussion about the conformal welding problem
[134].

Figure 8. Schematic diagram of the conformal welding problem. There are two disks (shown
in blue), parameterized by |w| ≤ 1 and |v| ≥ 1. Their boundaries are glued by the given function
where w = eiθ and v = eiτ . Two holomorphic functions G(w) and F (v) satisfying conditions (3.17a)
(3.17b) (3.17c) map each disk onto the complex plane z.

In the background of the AdS2 coupled with an auxiliary bath as mentioned before, w
represents the AdS2 region with JT gravity and v represents the bath region. The conformal
welding problem becomes simple in this background, since the imposed transparent bound-
ary condition can glue the two regions smoothly. However, the computational difficulties
that arise when we use expressions (3.12) and (3.15) to calculate the entropy and CoE can
complicate the conformal welding problem. Concretely, we evaluate Tr(ρn) by the replica
trick to obtain the entropy equivalent of the insertion of a twist operator in CFT of the bath
region without gravity. In addition, for the AdS2 region containing gravitational effects,
the non-perturbative effect dynamically induces an extra conical singularity. In the case
of conical singularities, the gluing process becomes non-trivial. These singularities have a
back-reaction on the geometry of the gravitational region, which leads to an n-dependent
EMO at the boundary.

In order to display more concretely the difficulty of the conformal welding problem, we
now give the explicit procedure of calculations. Consider the construction in Figure.9. The
simplest case is that there is only one QES in the JT black hole (see Figure.9). One the
one hand, the calculation for one QES scenario is intuitive and easy to handle. One the
other hand, we do not worry about the back-reaction from the other QES to a particular
one. Nevertheless, the expected answer can still be obtained in this simplest case5.

We pay attention to the region C, since our goals (3.12) and (3.15) relate to the
contribution of matter fields on it. The primary step in calculating them is to obtain a

5We will briefly discuss the case of multi QES configurations at the section 4. For more concrete content,
see [80].
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Figure 9. The Euclidean and Lorentzian signatures for JT black holes. The island region and
the radiation region are labeled I and R, respectively. Their endpoints are a QES and the cut-off
surface is b. The region C is the complementary of I ∪ R. (a) On the left, the disk represents the
JT gravity in AdS2. The flat Minkowski spacetime is coupled to the boundary of the disk. (b) On
the right, blue represents the gravitational region, while red is the non-gravitating bath. ±∞R/L

is denoted as the future/past spacelike infinity and {w±} is denoted as a global coordinate. The
shaded region in the left and right wedges covered by the local coordinates {y±}.

conformal welding map with n-dependence. This is subject to the modular entropy for
CFT [135]

SCFT
mod =

c

6n
log

[
(F (b)−G(a))2

ϵ2UVF
′(b)G′(a)Ω(a)Ω(b)

]
, (3.18)

where ϵ2UV is the UV cutoff, Ω represents the conformal factor at points a and b. In the limit
n → 1, the conformal map becomes trivial, i.e., F = G = 1. Then the expression (3.18) is
just the simple logarithmic law of the entanglement entropy (n→ 1): S = c

6 log
ℓ

ϵUV
, where

ℓ is the length of the system. However, for the general n, the modular entropy and the CoE
depend on n by terms F and G as well as ∂nF and ∂nG. Therefore, this requires us to
deal with the conformal welding problem and find the final analytic expression of the map
(3.17a) and (3.17b). Fortunately, although the EOM of the dilaton is complicated for finite
n, we can still obtain some non-trivial result in the high temperature limit : β ∼ κ ≃ 0,
where κ is a dimensionless combination

κ ≡ cβGN

24πϕr
≪ 1. (3.19)

In fact, this corresponds to weak gravitational coupling. In the leading order, we set
F = G and ignore the conformal welding effect. Then, the holomorphic functions are [14]
determined by

F (v) =
v

b− v
+O(κv−1), G(w) =

w

b− w
+O(κw). (3.20)

3.4 Modular Island for JT Black Holes

Based on the support and specific descriptions of the previous subsections, we can now
present explicit calculations here. We first focus on the limit of n→ 1, then extend to the
case of general n. The metric of JT black holes in the covering space is the AdS2, which is
written as

ds2
∣∣
n=1

= − 4dx+dx−

(x− − x+)2
, ϕ =

2ϕr
(x− − x+)

, (3.21)
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with the Poincaré coordinate x± = x0 ± x1. In order to better serve the later calculation,
we obtain the coordinate frame {y±L/R} for the left and right Rindler wedge (see Figure.9
(b)) [16]

y±L = tL ∓ σL, y±R = tR ± σR. (3.22)

Then the metric of the right wedge (3.21) becomes

ds2
∣∣
n=1

= −4π2

β2
dy+Rdy

−
R

sinh2
(
π(y−R−y+R)

β

) , ϕ =
2πϕr
β

1

tanh2
(
π
β (y

−
R − y+R)

) , (3.23)

through the relation: x±R = tanh
πy±R
β . Similarly, we can switch to the left wedge by replacing

y±R with y±L . While for the flat bath region which is coupled to the boundaries of both sides
of black holes, we use a cut-off ϵ = −σR for the right boundary. Then, the flat bath is
smoothly glued to the boundary. Therefore, the metric of the right bath is given by

ds2bath =
dy+Rdy

−
R

−ϵ2
. (3.24)

We now consider the other null coordinate frame {w±}, which can cover the full Cauchy
slice that consists of black holes (3.23) and flat baths (3.24) spacetime [16]

Right Wedge : w±
JT = ±e±

2π
β
y±R , w±

bath = ±e±
2π
β
(tR∓ϵ)

. (3.25a)

Left Wedge : w±
JT = ∓e∓

2π
β
y±L , w±

bath = ∓e∓
2π
β
(tL±ϵ)

. (3.25b)

This is similar to the Kruskal transformation for the Schwarzschild spacetime. After this
coordinate transformation, the metrics (3.23) and flat baths (3.24) transforms into the
conformal flat form

ds2
∣∣
n=1

= −Ω−2dw+dw−, (3.26)

with the conformal factors

ΩJT =
1

2
(1 + w+w−), (3.27a)

Ωbath =
2πϵ

β

√
−w+w−. (3.27b)

The next step is to obtain the replica geometry. So we need the metric (3.26) attached
to the parameter n-dependence. It can be acquired via the replica method gluing together
n copies of spacetime and along a set of branch cut6. For JT gravity, we consider this in the
replica geometry M̃n or in the Mn with the twist operator, in which the Riemann manifold
Mn can be regarded as an n-fold cover of the base with respect to the Zn symmetry (below
(3.7)). At last, we use the uniformization map from M̃n to Mn, which maps the replica
metric on the base Mn. Then we have the metric with n-dependence on the base for black
hole region

dS2
n =

4|dw̃|2(
1− |w̃|2

)2 , ϕn =
2πϕr
β

1 + |w̃|2

1− |w̃|2
, (3.28)

6We can also obtain this by inserting the correlator of twist and anti-twist operator at the location of
un-copied geometric branch points [80].
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with the uniformization of the coordinate

w̃n = w. (3.29)

For the bath region, we impose the following boundary condition

ϕ
∣∣
∞ =

ϕ̃r
ϵ̃

∣∣∣∣
ϵ̃→0

, w̃ = e
2π
β
(−ϵ̃+iθ̃)

∣∣∣∣
ϵ̃→0

, (3.30)

where ϕ̃r and θ̃ are the renormalized dilaton and the Euclidean time in the {w̃} coordinate.
Here the Euclidean time is periodic: θ ∼ θ + β by the Wick rotation t → iθ. Similarly, in
the {w} coordinate, we also impose the boundary condition

ϕ
∣∣
∞ =

ϕr
ϵ

∣∣∣∣
ϵ→0

, w = e
2π
β
(−ϵ+iθ)

∣∣∣∣
ϵ→0

. (3.31)

By comparing these two boundary conditions, the relationship: ϕ̃r = ϕr

n and ϵ̃ = ϵ
n is

obtained. Since the dilaton is a scalar. It is subject to a trivial transformation in the map
(3.29). Additionally, note that the conical singularity is introduced on the Mn during this

Figure 10. The two equivalent approaches to describing the conical singularity for the Euclidean
signature. On the left, we parameterize the manifold Mn with the coordinate w = e

2π
β (σ+iθ), where

the Euclidean time is periodic θ ∼ θ + β by the Wick rotation t → iθ, and σ ∈ (−∞,−ϵ). On the
right, the geometry is uniformized by the coordinate w̃ = e

2π
β (σ̃+iθ̃) (3.29). The metric is identified

with an AdS2 disk with the inverse temperature 1
nβ.

process. To determine the dilaton with n-dependence in the presence of conical singularities,
another equivalent geometric description exists, as depicted in Figure.10. Ultimately, the
following expression for the dilaton field ϕn in the context of the conical singularity is
derived from (3.28)

ϕn =
2πϕ̃r
β

1 + |w̃|2

1− |w̃|2
=

2πϕr
nβ

1 + |w|
2
n

1− |w|
2
n

=
2π

nβ

ϕr

tanh
(
2πσ
nβ

) . (3.32)

Therefore, the modular Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is obtained as follows

SBH
mod =

ϕn
4GN

∣∣∣
horizon

=
ϕh
4GN

=
ϕn(w

− = 0)

4GN

= S0 +
πϕr

2GNnβ
,

(3.33)
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where ϕh is denoted as the value of dilaton at the horizon.
We now provide the explicit calculation for the modular entropy and the CoE for the

whole system (3.26) through the generalized modular entropy (3.4). In the case of the
non-existence of island7 (I = ∅), only the contribution from radiation in CFT in the single
interval R = [b,+∞) (see Figure.9)

Sno-island
gen (n) = SCFT

mod (R)

=
c

6n
log

[ (
F (b)− F (+∞R)

)2
ϵ2UVF

′(+∞R)F ′(b)Ωbath(+∞R)Ωbath(b)

]
.

(3.34)

We set the coordinates of points a and b are a = (ta, a), b = (tb, b). The coordinate of the
spacelike infinity is +∞R = (tb,Λ ≫ b), where Λ is a IR cutoff. Then the conformal factors
(3.27a) (3.27b) are read as

ΩJT(a) =
1

2

(
1− e

− 4π
β
a
)
, Ωbath(b) =

2πϵ

β
e

2πb
β , Ωbath(+∞R) =

2πϵ

β
e

2πΛ
β . (3.35)

Substituting the holomorphic functions form (3.20) into the entropy (3.34), we obtain the
following result at the leading order

Sno-island
mod =

c

6n
log

[
d21

ϵ2UV Ωbath(+∞R) Ωbath(b)

]

=
c

6n
log

[
e

4πΛ
β + e

− 4πb
β − e

2π
β
(Λ−b) − e

2π
β
(Λ−b)

ϵ2UV
4π2ϵ2

β2 e
2π
β
(b+Λ)

]

≃ cπ

3nβ
log

(
eΛ

2πϵ ϵ2UV

)
∝ 1

nβ
.

(3.36)

Here d1 represents the geodesic distance between the point b and +∞R. In the last line,
we retain only the largest term e

4πΛ
β in the numerator due to the fact that Λ ≫ b. Further,

taking the derivative with respect to n, we obtain the CoE as

Cno-island
n = −n∂nSno-island

mod =
cπ

3nβ
log

(
eΛ

2πϵ ϵ2UV

)
∝ 1

nβ
. (3.37)

Since these two expression (3.36) and (3.37) have both the UV cutoff ϵUV and the IR
cutoff Λ, the results without island is UV and IR divergence. However, since the replica
parameter n and the inverse temperature β only appear in the denominator, we can naively
assume that the larger n or β, the smaller modular entropy and CoE. It is consistent with
our previous numerical results at early times (or before the Page time) (See Figure.5(a),
Figure.5(c) and Figure.6).

Similarly, we consider the single QES configuration (see Figure.9). The generalized
modular entropy with an island is read off as

Sisland
gen (n) = S0 + ϕn(a) + SCFT

mod (I ∪R). (3.38)

7We show in appendix C that modular islands are nonexistent at early times.
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For the matter part at the leading order

SCFT
mod (I ∪R) =

c

6n
log

[ (
F (b)−G(a)

)2
ϵ2UV F ′(b)G′(a)ΩJT(a)Ωbath(b)

]

≃ c

6n
log

[
d22

ϵ2UV
1
2

(
1− e

− 4πa
β
)
2πϵ
β e

2πb
β

]

=
c

6n
log

[
β
(
e

4πb
β − e

2π
β
(tb−ta+b−a)

+ e
− 4πa

β − e
2π
β
(ta−tb−a+b)

)
πϵ ϵ2UV

(
1− e

− 4πa
β
)
e

2πb
β

]

=
c

6n
log

[
β

πϵ ϵ2UV

cosh
[
2π
β (a+ b)

]
− cosh

[
2π
β (ta − tb)

]
sinh

(
2πa
β

) ]
.

(3.39)

Here d2 is labeled as the geodesic distance between the points a (the boundary of the island)
and b (the boundary of the cut-off surface). Accordingly, the generalized modular entropy
is obtained by (3.32) and (3.39)

Sisland
gen (n) = S0 +

2π

nβ

ϕr

tanh
(
2πa
nβ

) +
c

6n
log

β

πϵ ϵ2UV

cosh
[
2π
β (a+ b)

]
− cosh

[
2π
β (ta − tb)

]
sinh

(
2πa
β

) .

(3.40)
At first, we extremize it with respect to time ta, which yield to

∂Sisland
gen (n)

∂ta
= −

cπ sinh
(
2π
β (ta − tb)

)
3nβ

[
cosh

(
2π
β (a+ b)

)
− cosh

(
2π
β (ta − tb)

)] = 0. (3.41)

The equation indicates that ta = tb. We substitute this relation into (3.40) and extremize
entropy with respect to a to find the location of the island

∂Sisland
gen (n)

∂a

∣∣∣∣∣
ta=tb

= −
π

[
cnβ coth

(
2π
β a
)
− cnβ coth

(
π
β (a+ b)

)
+ 12πϕrcsch2

(
2π
nβa

)]
3n2β2

= 0.

(3.42)
The above equation is equivalent to the following condition

12πϕr
cnβ

=
1

2nκ
=

sinh
(
π
β (a− b)

)
sinh

(
2π
β a
)

sinh
(
π
β (a+ b)

) , (3.43)

where we used the definition (3.19) to reduce. We take the high temperature limit, in
which the gravitational coupling becomes very weak. Namely, κ ≪ 1, and the position of
the island is derived from the QES condition (3.43) for the finite n8 is

a→ ∞. (3.44)

8For the high temperature with the infinite n, the QES condition becomes the indeterminate form. Then
the equation (3.43) has no solution at this case and the island can not be found.
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Therefore, the island is located in the center of the AdS2 disk at the high temperature limit,
which is exactly at the event horizon. Eventually, the modular entropy with an island is
given by substituting this location (3.44) back to (3.40)

Sisland
mod = S0 +

2π

nβ

ϕr

tanh
(
2πa
nβ

)∣∣∣∣∣
a→∞

+
c

6n
log

[
β

πϵ ϵ2UV

cosh
(
2π
β (a+ b)

)
− 1

sinh
(
2πa
β

) ]∣∣∣∣∣
a→∞

≃ S0 +
2πϕr
nβ

+
c

6n
log

(
β

πϵ ϵ2UV
e
− 2πb

β

)
= SBH

mod +O
(
b

nβ

)
∝ 1

nβ
.

(3.45)

Here we used the modular black hole entropy (3.33) and set 4GN = 1. Next, the CoE with
island is

C island
n = −n∂nSisland

mod = Cthermal
n

=
2πϕr
nβ

+
c

6n
log

(
β

πϵ ϵ2UV
e
− 2πb

β

)
≃ 2πϕr

nβ
+O

(
b

nβ

)
∝ 1

nβ
.

(3.46)

In the above expressions (3.45) and (3.46), the cutoff ϵ and ϵ2UV are discarded. By comparing
them with the results without island (3.36) and (3.37), we find that the modular entropy and
the CoE with an island are always smaller than the results without island. Correspondingly,
the modular entropy and the CoE are limited to a constant for the fixed nβ . It also
implies that the validity of the expressions for the modular entropy (3.12) and the CoE
(3.15) derived from the gravitational path integral. Further, by comparing the numerical
results (2.54) (Figure.5) and (2.55) (Figure.6) that we calculated in section 2, we find they
are also exactly consistent when set ϕr = 2π. Therefore, we also prove the rationality
of the numerical result. Crucially, our calculations reveal that both the modular entropy
((3.36) and (3.45)) and the CoE ((3.37) and (3.46)) display the coupling nβ, which are
approximated to the thermal entropy and the heat capacity, respectively at late times. This
finding not only indicates that the replica parameter n and the inverse temperature β exert
similar influences on the results, but also implies a deeper connection between modular
physical quantities and statistical mechanics (see Table 1). We will provide an explanation
for this later. In addition, for the limit of n→ 1, our results are consistent with [16, 78].

Now, we compare statistic mechanics to elucidate the emergence of the coupling nβ

in the final result. As mentioned in the introduction (Table 1), in the replica trick, the
replica parameter n is analogous to the inverse temperature β of the system in statistic
mechanics. Based on such analogy, it can be assumed that in the case of the presence of
an island or during the replica wormholes stage, the replica geometry (n replicated AdS2

disks) glues along their respective boundaries to form one disk with a inverse temperature
nβ (see Figure.11). If we rescale the inverse temperature by β̃ = nβ, then the island phase
or the replica wormholes phase is can be described by β̃. By bringing this substitution
into our results (2.54), (2.55), (3.45) and (3.46), we obtain the result of ñ = 1 (a large
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Figure 11. At late times, n (copied) AdS2 disks with the inverse temperature β are glued along
their boundaries to form a single big AdS2 disk with the inverse temperature nβ. In this way, we
can describe the properties of these n copied geometries from this one disk alone.

AdS2 disk composed of n disks glued together). At the same time, this also consistent with
the statistical result for ñ = 1. This also indicates that the n replica geometry created
by gravity plays a crucial role in the later stage of black hole evaporation. Finally, under
this explanation, the island formula (3.1) can be matched to the case of general finite n
for JT gravity (1.5). Therefore, the relationship between the replica parameter n and the
inverse temperature β is not merely a simple analogy, but rather an accurate correspondence
derived from statistical mechanics.

4 Discussion and Conclusion

In summary, the contribution of this paper is primarily reflected in two aspects. First of
all, we have achieved further extension and development of the previous studies [13, 14, 16].
We investigate the situation of general replica parameter n for the replica wormholes in
the EoW model and the island model, respectively. We first compute the time-dependent
evolution curves of the modular entropy and the CoE under two distinct ensembles in the
EoW model. The results are presented in Figure.3, Figure.4, Figure.5 and Figure.6. In
particular, for canonical ensembles, the evolution of modular entropy and CoE can only be
obtained through numerical calculations (Figure.5 and Figure.6). To verify the accuracy of
the numerical calculation, we then derived the approximate analytical expressions (2.48),
(2.49), (2.54) and (2.55) at early and late times by using reasonable approximations, which
were in agreement with the numerical results. Additionally, we find that the influence of the
replica parameter n on the modular entropy and the CoE exhibits a similar pattern to the
inverse temperature β. This motivates us to conduct a more comprehensive investigation
into the evolution of black holes in the canonical ensemble, going beyond mere numerical
results. Therefore, we turn to the island model to obtain a more accurate and realistic
perspective on black hole evaporation. We consider the two-sided eternal JT black hole
in thermal equilibrium with the auxiliary bath, which is similar to the case of the EoW
model in the canonical ensemble. Based on the holographic duality, we obtain the analytical
expressions (3.12) and (3.15) for the modular entropy and the CoE through the gravitational
path integral. Eventually, we apply these expressions to the JT black hole with a single
QES configuration and obtain the explicit results (3.45) and (3.46), which are essentially
in accordance with the numerical results (2.54) and (2.55) at late times.
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A naturally relevant discussion involves the replica parameter n and its impact. For
the EoW model, we summarize the impact of n on the modular entropy and the CoE in
Table 2. For the island model, it is vital to note that the analytical expressions for both the
modular entropy ((3.36), (3.45)) and the CoE ((3.37), (3.46)) during the evaporation process
contain the coupling term 1

nβ . This also elucidates the reason for the similar variations in
modular entropy (Figure.5(a), Figure.5(c)) and CoE (Figure.6) with respect to n and β.
Furthermore, we can establish a significant connection between statistical mechanics and
replica trick method. If we assume that the analogy presented in Table 1 is feasible, then the
replica parameter n should be considered as the inverse temperature β of the system. Based
on it, a reasonable physical interpretation of mathematical replica trick can be provided, i.e.,
at late times, n replica geometries with the inverse temperature β (n AdS2 disks) are glued
together along boundaries to form a geometry with the inverse temperature nβ (Figure.11).
Then we expect that the replica wormholes phase or the island phase can be described by
black holes with an inverse temperature nβ. Under this supposition the modular entropy
and the CoE are analogous to the thermal (Bekenstein-Hawking) entropy (3.45) and the
heat capacity (3.46) of a JT black hole with an inverse temperature β̃ = nβ. In the end,
we generalize the island formula of JT gravity to the case of finite n by the expression
(1.5) through this interpretation. In the limit of n → 1, the formula (1.5) is reduced the
original island formula (1.1). In addition, all of our results reduce to the previous work
[13, 14, 16, 78] when the limit of n→ 1 is taken. In short, our calculations provide valuable
insights. It offers a set of relevant computations regarding the modular entropy and the
CoE and can be applied to some other scenarios.

Some other remarkable improvement or deficiencies are as follows. First of all, we only
consider two ensembles in the EoW model, namely, the microcanonical and the canoni-
cal ensemble. The grand canonical ensembles with chemical potential, present intriguing
possibilities and merit further investigation. In addition, we focus exclusively on the two
geometric (the Hawking saddle and the replica wormholes saddle) contributions by the
planar approximation. Some relevant studies have demonstrated that the multi-boundary
geometry, defined by the junction condition, can adjust the magnitude of the stress-energy
tensor at the interface, which potentially rendering this configuration dominant in some
cases [136, 137]. Therefore, for the EoW model, this method can also be employed to eval-
uate the contributions of these saddle points. Secondly, for the conformal welding problem,
we only obtain the holomorphic functions F and G by (3.20) at the leading order through
the high temperature limit (3.19). We also can consider the contribution from high order
terms, which is expected to render the results more precise. Moreover, we only consider the
single QES in our calculation for the island model. Although this simplest configuration
suffices to yield the unitary result ((3.45) and (3.46)), the calculation in the island model
incorporates the leadingorder. Therefore, the structure with multiple QES should also be
considered in detail [80], as this will enhance the accuracy of the Page curve. Finally and
most importantly, it is crucial to emphasize that our study of the relationship between the
replica parameter n and the inverse temperature β reveals only an analogical association.
As illustrated in Table 1, a more profound correspondence between statistical mechanics
and quantum information theory is suggested, which will constitute the primary focus of
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our future research endeavors. We leave these points for future work.
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A Microcanonical Ensemble at the Limit Case

In this appendix, we provide the explicit calculation for the case of n→ 1. For the micro-
canonical ensemble, the result involves the integral expression (2.26). It can be expanded
by (n− 1) as follows

Ĩ2 = tn−1 · Ĩ1

≃ tn−1 ·
[
1 + (n− 1)

t

2
− (n− 1)2

2

(
1 +

3

2
t+

1− t2

t
log(1− t)− 2Li2(t)

)
+O(n− 1)3

]
,

(A.1)

where Li2(t) is the Polylogarithm function. Therefore, the von Neumann entropy and the
CoE are given by taking the limit n→ 1

SvN = Sn|n=1 = Smod|n=1 =

{
S0 + log t− t

2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

S0 − 1
2t , t ≥ 1.

(A.2)

and

C1 =

{
1
2 t, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.
1
2t , t ≥ 1.

(A.3)

Finally, we obtain the corresponding curves for n = 1 in Figure.3 and Figure.4 (black lines).

B Derivation of Modular Entropy and CoE

In this appendix, we offer an alternative calculation approach to verify our result (3.12)
and (3.15). We focus on the Euclidean black hole and set the units of β

2π for simplicity.
The null coordinate w after the Wick rotation is w = e−r+iθ, which is described inside
the AdS2 disk. While the boundary of AdS2 disk is described by the angular coordinate θ
and the time coordinate τ . Therefore, the JT gravity in the n replica geometries can be
parameterized by the boundary mode θ(τ). Since the replica geometry has Zn symmetry.
After orbifolding by Zn, there is an additional factor of n and extra terms that produce
conical singularities. The effective action becomes [14]

− 1

n
Igrav

[
M̃n

]
=
S0
4π

[∫
Σ2

R+

∫
∂Σ2

2K
]
+

∫
Σ2

ϕ

4π
(R+ 2) +

ϕb
4π

∫
∂
∑

2

2K

− n− 1

n

∑
i

[S0 + ϕ(wi)] ,
(B.1)
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where wi is the position of the conical singularity. Then the action for the boundary made
θ(τ) is obtained by substituting the external curvature

−Igrav(n) = −Igrav
[
M̃n

]
= S0 +

nϕr
2π

∫ 2π

0
dτ

[{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
R(θ)

]
, (B.2)

where {x, y} is the Schwarzian derivative and

R(θ) = −(1−A2)2(∂τθ)
2

|1−Aeiθ|4
. (B.3)

The EOM is derived from the variation of the action (B.2) with respect to τ

− 1

n
δIgrav =

ϕr
2π

∫
dτ

[
δ
{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
δR(θ)

]
=
ϕr
2π

∫
dτ

[
∂τ

{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
∂τR(θ)

]
δθ

∂τθ
.

(B.4)

Using the Schwarzian composition identity [14]

ϕr
2π

[
∂τ

{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2
∂τR(θ)

]
= i (Tyy(iτ)− Tȳȳ(−iτ)) , (B.5)

where Tyy and Tȳȳ are stress tensor in the bath region with the coordinate y. After solving
the conformal welding problem, the holomorphic map F (v = ey) for bath region is obtained,
the EOM is [14]

24πϕr
cβ

∂r

[{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
R(θ(τ))

]
= ie2iτ

[
−n

2 − 1

2n2
F ′(eiτ )2

F (eiτ )2
−
{
F, eiτ

}]
+ c.c. (B.6)

In the high temperature limit κ = cβ
24πϕn

∼ β ∼ 0, the EOM (B.6) reduced to:

∂τ

[{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
R(θ(τ))

]
= 0. (B.7)

In fact, the ADM mass M is related this equation

M ≡ −ϕr
2π

[{
eiθ, τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
R(θ(τ))

]
. (B.8)

Thus the EOM (B.7) implies the ADS mass is conserved. Then we have to calculate this
boundary equation to the leading order in (n−1). We use the definition in [126] to calculate
the modular entropy and the CoE

Smod = n2∂nĨn, Cn = −n∂n
(
n2∂nĨn

)
, (B.9)

with the action

Ĩn =
1

n
Igrav(n)− Igrav

∣∣
n=1

− 1

n
logZCFT

[
M̃n

]
+ logZCFT

[
M̃1

]
. (B.10)
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Combing the expression (B.2) we find

Ĩgrav(n) =

(
n− 1

n

)
S0 +

ϕr
2π

∫ 2π

0
dτ

[{
eiθ(τ), τ

} ∣∣∣∣
n=1

−
{
eiθ(τ), τ

} ∣∣∣∣
n

]
− ϕr

4π

n2 − 1

n2

∫ 2π

0
R(θ)dτ, (B.11a)

ĨCFT(n) = − 1

n
logZCFT

[
M̃n

]
+ logZCFT

[
M̃1

]
. (B.11b)

Then: Ĩn = Ĩgrav(n) + ĨCFT(n). Next, we take the derivative of Ĩn with respect to n

∂nĨn = ∂nĨgrav(n) + ∂nĨCFT(n)

=
1

n2
S0 −

ϕn
2π

∫ 2π

0
dτ∂n

{
eiθ, τ

} ∣∣∣∣
n

− ϕr
2πn2

∫ 2π

0
R(θ)dτ − ϕr

4π

n2 − 1

n2

∫ 2π

0
[∂nR(θ)] dτ

+
1

n2
logZCFT

[
M̃n

]
− 1

n
∂n logZCFT

[
M̃n

]∣∣∣∣
g

.

(B.12)

Finally, we derive the modular entropy as

Smod = n2∂nĨn = S0 −
ϕr
2πn

∫ 2π

0
R(θ)dτ + logZCFT

[
M̃n

]
− n∂n logZCFT

[
M̃n

]∣∣∣∣
g

− n2
ϕr
2π

∫ π

0

[
∂n

{
eiθ, τ

}
− ϕr

4π
(n2 − 1)

]
dτ − ϕr

4π
(n2 − 1)

∫ 2π

0
[∂nR(θ)] dτ

= S0 −
ϕr
2πn

∫ 2π

0
R(θ)dτ + SCFT

mod .

(B.13)

In which, we use the EOM (B.7) in the high temperature limit to simplify. Then the CoE
is

Cn = −n∂nSmod = −ϕn
2π

∫ 2π

0
R(θ) |n=1 dτ +

ϕr
2π

∫ 2π

0

[
∂nR(θ)

∣∣∣
n=1

]
dτ + CCFT

n , (B.14)

with CCFT
n = −n∂nSCFT

mod .
The subsequent goal is to solve the EOM of the boundary mode R(θ). This process

is derived in detail in [14]. Here we provide only the necessary derivations. For general
n case, the problem has the SL(2,R) gauge symmetry. We can use this gauge to fix A in
(B.3). Then the EOM (B.7) is recast to [14]

∂τ

[{
e

iθτ
n , τ

}
+
n2 − 1

2n2
R(θ)

]
= ike2iτ

[
−n

2 − 1

2n2
F ′(eiτ )2

F (eiτ )2
−
{
F, eiτ

}]
+ c.c. ≃ 0. (B.15)

Since we are need the solution in the order of (n− 1), we expand

θ(τ) = τ + (n− 1)δθ(τ). (B.16)

Substituting this perturbation into (B.15), we have

∂τ

(
δθ′′′ +

1

n2
δθ′
)

=
4A(1−A2)2 sin τ

|1−Aeiτ |6
. (B.17)

– 35 –



Then we can expand this in a Fourier series

δθ =

+∞∑
m=−∞

Cme
imτ , (B.18)

with the condition for boundary mode θ(τ)

θ(τ+2π) = θ(τ)+2π, −θ(τ) = θ(−τ), δθ(τ+2π) = δθ(τ), −δθ(τ) = δθ(−τ). (B.19)

Thus, the EOM becomes

+∞∑
m=−∞

Cmm
2(1−m2)eimτ =

+∞∑
m=−∞

2mAm
[
1 +A2(1−m) +m

]
1−A2

eimτ . (B.20)

When m = 1, the left hand of the above equation is zero, while the right hand left a Fourier
cofficient: 2A

1−A2 . So we impose the following condition

2A

1−A2
eiτ = 0. (B.21)

It turns out that the position of conical singularity coming from the EOM of the boundary
mode satisfies A = 0, which is the origin of AdS2 disk. In this case, the EOM has a sample
form

+∞∑
m=−∞

Cmm
2(1−m2)eimτ = 0. (B.22)

We obtain the solution is (see (B.18))

δθ(τ) = c1e
iτ , (B.23)

where c1 is a real number. In the case of A = 0, the related term in the expansions (B.13)
and (B.14) as follows:

−ϕr
2π

∫ 2π

0
R(τ)dτ = ϕr,

ϕr
2π

∫ 2π

0
[∂nR(θ)] dτ = −ϕr

π

∫ 2π

0
∂τ [∂nθ(τ)] dτ = 0. (B.24)

In the end, the modular entropy (B.13) and the CoE (B.14) is given by

Smod = S0 +
2πϕr
nβ

+ SCFT
mod . (B.25)

and

Cn =
2πϕr
nβ

+ CCFT
n . (B.26)

Here we recover the units 2π
β . Therefore, these final expressions are consistent with our

previous results (3.45) and (3.46).
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C No Modular Islands at the Early Stage

In this appendix, we provide more explicit calculation for modular entropy in JT black
holes at the early stage. We show that modular islands are absents at early times, which
render our results (3.36) and (3.37) more persuasive. We assume that island has already
existed at early times, thus the generalized entropy is from (3.40)

Sisland
gen (early) = S0 +

2π

nβ

ϕr

tanh
(
2πa
nβ

) +
c

6n
log

β

πϵ ϵ2UV

cosh
[
2π
β (a+ b)

]
− cosh

[
2π
β (ta − tb)

]
sinh

(
2πa
β

) .

(C.1)
Using the approximation at the early stage: ta, tb ≪ a, b. Then the above expression is
reduced to

Sisland
gen (early) ≃ S0 +

2π

nβ

ϕr

tanh
(
2πa
nβ

) +
c

6n
log

β

πϵ ϵ2UV

e
2π
β
b − e

2π
β
ta − e

2π
β
tb

e
2π
β
a − 1

. (C.2)

The location of islands is given by extremizing the above equation

∂Smod
gen (early)
∂ta

=
c π e

2π
β
ta

3

(
e

2π
β
ta + e

2π
β
tb − e

2π
β
b
) = 0. (C.3)

and
∂Smod

gen (early)
∂a

=
−π
[
c n β

(
1 + coth(πβa)

)
+ 24π ϕ csch2

(
2π
β a
)]

6n2 β2
= 0. (C.4)

The equation (C.4) has no solution based on the positivity of hyperbolic cosecant function:
cothx+1 > 0. Therefore, the island is absent at early times, which result in the contribution
of modular entropy is exclusively from CFT (3.34). This also proves the validity of our result
(3.36).
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